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Gingrich Issues Details 
Of Ethics Case Rebuttal 

Panel Considers Idea of Hiring Special Counsel 


By R.H. Melton 

Washington Post Staff Writer 

House Speaker Newt Gingrich (R- 
Ga.) presented his most comprehen- 
sive case yet to rebut the miscon- 
duct complaints against him as the 
ethics committee made progress 
yesterday toward deciding whether 
to hire a special counsel for an inde- 
pendent inquiry into the charges. 

Gingrich issued copies of a tele- 
phone book-sized filing he sent Mon- 
day to the ethics committee, includ- 
ing a 52-page letter from his lawyer 
denouncing the complaints and leaks 
that the attorney said “have made a 
mockery of the committee's adviso- 
ry function.” 

“There is more at stake in this 
case than Newt Gingrich,” wrote the 
lawyer, Jan W. Baran. “Every mem- 
ber of the House is affected. ... To 
what extent are committee mem- 
bers and staff prepared ... to fan 
the flames of partisan mischief and 
personal animus?” 

Four ethics complaints have been 
filed against Gingrich since Septem- 
ber, including one accusing the 
speaker of improperly using tax-de- 
ductible foundations to finance a col- 
lege course that critics complain was 
partisan. The other complaints ac- 
cuse Gingrich of abusing his office by 
allowing a bidding war for a book 
whose publisher has interests before 
Congress; accepting free time on ca- 
ble television; and using the House 
floor to plug a toll-free telephone 
•number for ordering tapes of his col- 
lege lectures. 

Gingrich released for the first 
time yesterday copies of letters he 
sent last October and December to 
the ethics panel strenuously object- 
ing to the complaint that GOPAC, 
the national political action commit- 
tee he chairs, had effectively over- 
seen the start-up and funding of his 
college course called “Renewing 
American Civilization.” 

Though several major corporate 


donors helping the course had given 
large sums to GOPAC, and GOPAC 
staff members had lined up many of 
those course donations, “where em- 
ployees of GOPAC simultaneously 
assisted the project, they did so as 
private, civic-minded individuals,” 
Gingrich said in the Dec. 8 letter. 

Moreover, Gingrich wrote, an 
ethics committee lawyer was “spe- 
cifically asked whether course orga- 


nizers who simultaneously worked at 
GOPAC need reveal their dual em- 
ployment” to the ethics committee. 

The lawyer “assured my staff that 
such coincidences were irrelevant and 
not within the committee’s jurisdic- 
tion,” the speaker said in the letter. 

Baran told reporters yesterday 
that “there is no denying a coinci- 
dence of an involvement by persons” 
such as the former GOPAC execu- 
tive director who later became head 
of the foundation overseeing the col- 
lege course. Baran also said “there 
was a period of time” when that indi- 
vidual, Jeff Eisenach, worked for 
both GOPAC and the foundation. 

Meanwhile, Rep. Nancy L. John- 
son (R-Conn.), who chairs the ethics 
committee, said the panel’s private, 
two-hour meeting had helped clear 
away some of the “procedural” road- 
blocks that had slowed the commit- 
tee in recent weeks. 

Johnson said committee members 
focused on several issues, including 
what information they deem is rele- 
vant in deciding whether the panel 
itself or an outside counsel will in- 
vestigate. She also said the commit- 
tee considered whether to look at 
multifaceted complaints against Gin- 
grich as single charges or break 
them down into smaller parts. 

“We did not make as much prog- 
ress as we might have in the last 
couple of meetings, but now . . . this 
discussion was very clarifying and 
will enable us to move along in a 
very timely and healthy pace,” John- 
son told reporters. 

Johnson said it will be at least 
May, after the annual spring break 
for Congress, before the committee 
decides whether to hire an outside 
counsel. 

She added that the complexity of 
the complaints and the committee’s 
own deliberations had been neces- 
sarily time-consuming. 

“Look at the members of this 
committee ” Johnson said. “They are 

independent-minded These are 

not members that get spoon-fed. I 
mean, they are members that take 
their stuff, study it, discuss it thor- 
oughly and will come to a conclusion 
that individually and collectively we 
, will feel is the right conclusion. 

“I think one of the reasons this has 
taken a long time is that each one of 
us understands absolutely perfectly 
that we are very accountable for the 
work that we do in this case,” she said. 



